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IN A DISCUSSION OF SINGLE FAMILY RURAL FARM LIFE, THE 
VIEWS OF THE NATIONAL CATHOLIC RURAL LIFE CONFERENCE ARE 
PRESENTED IN RELATION TO THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL CHANGES 
TAKING PLACE IN RURAL AMERICA. THE VALUES AND ROLES OF THE 
MEMBERS OF RURAL FAMILIES ARE PRESENTED IN CONTRAST TO THOSE 
OF THE URBAN FAMILY. ALSO INDICATED ARE CHANGES TAKING PLACE 
DUE TO MECHANIZATION AND TECHNOLOGICAL ADVANCES. SUGGESTIONS 
FOR STRENGTHENING AND PRESERVING THE RURAL FAMILY INCLUDE 
REPEAL OF LEGISLATION INJURIOUS TO SMALL FARM OPERATION 
(I.E., PUBLIC LAWS WHICH ALLOW IMPORTATION OF FARM LABOR AND 
PROVIDE SUBSIDIES FAVORING LARGE FARM OPERATIONS) , AND USE OF 
COLLECTIVE OR COOPERATIVE PURCHASING AS ONE METHOD OF 
STRENGTHENING THE SMALL FARMER’S POSITION. THE NEED FOR 
NON-SECTARIAN FAMILY LIFE EDUCATION IS SUGGESTED AS A METHOD 
OF PRESERVING THE WHOLESOME RURAL FAMILY ATMOSPHERE. THIS 
SPEECH WAS DELIVERED AT THE AMERICAN COUNTRY LIFE CONFERENCE 
(CHEVY CHASE, MARYLAND, JULY 12, 1960). (DK) 
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At first glance it Might seem foolish to discuss th« rural 
family in 1965. Society is changing so rapidly and so many forces 
influence family lift that it is difficult to know clearly tht state 
of family lift today and almost impossible to predict what itvwill be 



five years from now. 

Yet, there is a rational and urgently needed approach to this 
problem. We know a great deal about trends in agriculture # commun- 
ity life, education etc. which will influence family lift in 1965. 

We can derive from the traditions of our churches and nation basic 
principles and ideals according to which we can evaluate these trends. 
We can decidewwhich trends we wish to encourage and accelerate and 
which we should oppose and neutralize. We must marshal economic, 



social, educational and religious institutions in an effort to bet- 
ter family life. Instep of letting blind forces determine the qual 
ity of rural family life in 1965, we should labor now to guarantee 
that it will be better than family life today. 

The term, "ruralf* may refer to either the rural farm or rural 
non-farm. In this paper we are chiefly concerned with the rural 
farm family. When we intend to include the non-farm families, the 
context will so indig^'f'e. 
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RURAL FAMILY VALUES 

The family is the most basic of all our institutions. It power 
fully affects both the individual and society. During the child *s 
most formative years, the home and his parents make up his world. 

His character and attitudes are largely the result of his relation- 
ships with this little world. Since the family is the unit of which 
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•oci.ty i. mndc, clmc. coeicty'o *utur. lender. nod future trouble 
mnkorn nre being ohnped in faniliaa today, welfnre of aoalaty la 
chiefly determined by tba quality of fnmiiy li/a. Therefore, any 
force which affacta family Ufa ia aignificant. Although other taluaa 
■uat ba weighed in deciding whether to encourage or oppoae aueh a 
force, a till ita bearing on family life ia often the moat important 

•ingle norm for evaluation. 

It h*s been often »»*erted that the countryside i* the >htn£ >l 
habitat of the family . In other worda, the family in rural areaa 
enjoya an optimum opportunity to fulfill ita potentialitiea. Al- 
though recent trenda have leaaened the differencea between the. en- 
vironment of the rural family -and that of urban familiea, I aubnit 
that the countryaide can etill be correctly refer^d to aa the natural 
habitat of the family. The following are aome of the reaaona for 

this ©pinion* 

American farm familiea are ueually located a half mile or more 
from their cloaeat neighbor. Thia makea it poaaible for the membera 
of the family to work, pray and play together without numeroua inter- 

ruptions* 

Moreover, farming i» * family «nttrpri»«. Approximately 95 p«r~ 
C9n t of all farm* in tht United State* ar« op*rat*d by and for famili** 
Baeh m*mb*r of th* family ha* a ta*k to perform; even th* amall child ^ 
htlp* with simple chort*. Planning the farming operation, bookkeep-* 
ing and similar t**k* art usually shared by th« f*th«r, mother and 
elder children of the family. 

The child prosper* in an environment of thi* *ort. He realized 
that he i* not a liability to hi* parent*. Hi* work i* a real contri- 
bution to the family's income. Gradually he develop* a *en*e of 
initiative and responsibility. He realise* that failure to do hi* 
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Job will badly affee* ethers who* he loves* la this environment work 
ii a privilege, not a burden* Through work the fare boy or girl 
gains statu*. Hie own self-respect and cateen in the eyea of ethera 
eteai directly from hia williagneaa to do hia job thoroughly and 
cheerfully* The character nurtured in aueh a mil^ieu leaaena de- 
linquency during yokth and ia a preparation for good citisenahip 
and religious loyalty in later years* 

The father of a fanily on the land takes on the character of 
manhood with its physical atrngth, moral stamina and fatherly creative- 
n^ss, Hia children see him at work, making decisions, solving prot 
^lems, directing others and acting like a true husbandman* This con- 
trasts sharply with the experience of many urban am^fsuburban children 
who never sec their faihers at work, who picture them as rather help- 
less and indolent individuals who get in the way and interf er^with 
mother 1 a work *n weekends and evenings* 

The mother of a family on the farm becomes more motherly in her 
development and achievements* It is there that she blossoms out into 
her full womanhood* She brings to her family a greater realisation 
of the dignity, sacredness and importance of motherhood. 

This close relationship between family life and the land gives 
rise to a significant socio-economic institution the family farm* 
The family farm is not merely a place to live* It certainly is not 
just a place to work. It represents a way of life* It is a bulwark 
of Christianity mnd democracy. Many persons presume that the family 
farm is relatively small* This is not necessarily true. The sise 
of a family farm will vary according to thejlocatien and the type of 
crops produced. It may be a 5-acre truck farm in Delaware, a 100- 
acre dairy farm in Wisconsin, a 250-acre corn-hog farm in Iowa, a 
2,000-acre wheat farm in Kansas or a 10,000^acre ranch in Texas. 
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A ftaily fir> At out opinttd by a family for the oopport of 
that family* Tht family provider the managerial dtcieions and moat 
of tht labor* It dtptnda upon tht income of tht far* for it* livll- 
hood e In othtr word*, tuefa a farming optratitn it a family tnttrpriat. 
Vary few tueh tnttrprittt exist in urban artat today* Thtrt la, 
therefore, great tignificanct in tht fact tha^noat American fame 
art ttill optrattd by and for tht family* Conecqutntly, economic 
and to ial forett ahould bt weighed with a view t© their btaring 
upon tht prtatrvation of tht family farm patttrn* 

TRENDS AFFECTIHO THE AURAL FAMILY 

Agrieulturt it now experiencing a revolution oomparablt to tht 
induatriai jtvolution of a century ago. Farming in America it bting 
rapiji^y mtthanittd* During tht ptriod »947 to 1954 tht value of 
machintt on farms doubled; tht numbtr of tractore incrtaatd from 
2*a million to 4.6 million* and tht numbtr of combiner and corn 
pickera tripltd. Thit mtant lttt tedious, manual labor and mort 
ltiturt for farmtrt* It alto hat occasioned tht incrtatt of tht aixt 
of f arms and tht eonatqutnt dtcrtatt in tht numbtr of farm familitt* 

In 1940 tht avtragt tiat farm wat 220 acrtaj in 1954 it wft* 

pj? r cx • 

336 aorta* In 1949 farm population wat 17*5^of the nation^ popu« 

p^t 'C nrf 

nation; in 1959 it wat 12(%* Thit mtant that thtrt art ftwtr fami- 
litt tn joying tht aoeial t rtligiout and cultural advantagta of rural 
lift* 

It would bt appropriate at th*a juncture to mention the 2$ mil- 
lion low interne far* familitt whott lot it certainly not one of ad- 
vantage. Thtire it a tptcial problem, not with in tht acopt of thit 
paper* Mechanisation and low prictt for product do not affect theses 
familitt to much at the middle income farm familitt* similarly, farm 
programs and private projectt which aid middle income familitt do not 
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substantially alts-' the plight of low income families. 0»« of tho 
organization* capable of assisting low income families is th* Farmsrs 
H.ae Ad«ini» tration. W. eheuld urge a r.-eyolueti.n of tho rol# of 

this agency. 

Not faro ineowe haa declined in roeont yeore "hilo ineeaoa of 
other groups hayo gone m »»<J the coat of liying haa inereaaod. In 
1*52 national farn ineono waa $15.1 billiont in 1953^13.3 billi.ni 
in 1954,12.7 billing in 1936^11.6 billion and in 1959, a now low of 
10.3 billion; th* U.S.D.A. forecasts still lass income for 1960. 

This furth*r acctlsratss th* decrease in th* nunb*rs of far* fanili**. 
It deprive* son* fanili** of th* econonic security n*c«ssary for an 
optinun family life; it prompts m«mb«rs of such families t^eek off- 
farm employment. In 1958 28% of n*t incom* of farmers was derived 
from off-farm employment. 

In recent years many non-farm families have moved to rural com- 
munities. These families bring new ideas and value* to these com- 
munities. Sometime* there is friction between the old and new resi- 
dents, thus creating a less than ideal atmosphere for th* persons 
Involved. 

The rapid adoption of television by rural families tends to make 
them less distinct culturally from urban families. (In 1959,73% of 
farm homes had television sets compared with 3% in 1950. In 1959, 

86% of rural non-farm home* had sets; 6V% of uor*b.an homes were so 
equif/ed.) Television is a passive sort of recreation and contrasts 

A 

sharply with the active recreation one* prevtlt*.* tfunong rural people. 

Some less tangible but very significant changes ar* reportsd 
in Agriculture Information Bulletin No. 215 of the U.S.D.A.* "Keep- 
ing Abreast exchange in the Aural Community.” The following are 
among the changes listed! Many function* formerly performed in the 
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far. ho*. ara now baing parfor.od out.id. tha fao«. H.-« Ufa *»d 
work lifa ara *or* a.parat.d than in tha paat. This i* du. in part 

to tha iaeraaaa in off-far. work by f«»«. *»* «>•** «*«•• ** d iB 
part to tha aaahaalaal natura of farm work. Mora of tha rural faailp’a 

raaraatloaal and aoaial Ufa ia nought away fro* tha ho*a aad a»aa 
away fron tha loaal «o»*unity. Tha paea of faaily liyia* haa in- 
eraaaad tra-andoualy. Tha raault ia laaa ti«a for intro-fa*ily P«- 

SUit^S* 

WAYS TO STRENGTHEN THE AURAL FAMILY 

Tbi* brief surrey of trends affecting family lift makes it ob- 

rioua that thaaa ara ti-aa of aignificant uhangaa aad that *oat of 
thaaa ahangaa iaparil aoaa of tha valuaa traditionally aaaoeiatad 
with tha rural fa-ily. *e*a of thaaa tranda eaa ba offaat at laaat 

partially. 

Education and lagialation aight prarant unwarrantad incraaaa of 
tha aiaa of far* aad tha oonaaquant laaaaaing of nuabara of far* 
faailiaa. Wa do not wiah to aaintain far* unit* too a*all for af- 
fieiancy and too a*all to adaquataly aupport a fanily. Thara ara, 
howarar, -any atudiaa to ahow that tha -iddla aiaad far- ia -oat af- 
fieiant. Por axampla, profaaaor M. t . Moahar at tha Collaga of Agri- 

eultura at tha U*iTaraity of Illinoia raaantly publiahad atudiaa whiah 
auggaat that tha'^*»n far* ia tha -oat officiant. 

Sven atort iaiportant than tha *si«« of th« far*» i* th* p*t«**~ 
ration of tht fanily farm aa tha basic socio-acononic i*stit»tion in 
tha countrysida. As tha nunbar of fanily farms dacraasasa nd tha nnnbar 
of fanilias naraly anployad on farms incraaaas, many of th>t idaals of 
rural fanily lift will ba inpairad. Tha National Catholic Rural Lifa 
Confaramea considars tha prasarration of tha fanily farn ana of its 
nost important objaativaa. A nambor of public off iaials and loaders 
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of farm organisations concur in this opinion end Assist us pursue this 
objective* Tint dots not permit s conpltt* listing tf the wsys in 
which we art pursuing this objective* Lot us ntntion two public lavs 
which wt think Art injurious to tht family fsrn And which wt urgt to 
bt rtptsltd. Public law 78 ItgAliats tht importation of hundrtds of 
thousands of low-paid agricultural workers fron Mexico each year. 

Fsnily farntrs must conpttt with these ^ndtr-paid workers* Secondly, 
we urge an end to the paynent of unlinited subsidies to large ferns* 
Subsidies ean be Justified only on the principle of distributive 
justice according to which assistance is to bt given in proportion 
to the needs of the recipient and with a view to the effect of such 
assistance upon the common good. No single farmer has a rightful 
need for tens of thousands of dollere of tax payers* money* Neither 
is tht common good advanced by eueh unlimited subsidiea which often 
cobble wealthy farmers to incrosse their acreage at the expense of 
the operators of family farms. 

Off-farm work might be helpful or harmful t* family life* If 
the conditions of work and wages are inadequate, harm will reeult* 

Xf mothers of small children are attracted in large numbers to Jobs 
outsids the home, these children will be badly affected* Wd are aware 
of the fact that underemployment is one of the greatest economic pro- 
blems of the American farm family, but we insist that the relocation 
of small industries in the countryside must be wisely planned* All 
too often these industries seek to employ women rather than men* They 
do not always promote the welfare of the family or community* This is 
a field in which church and community leaders must tskt a hand. The 
National Catholic Rural Life Conference is now engaged in a large scale 
study of these issues and will soon publish its findings* 

Much could be done to secure firm families of s better iaceme* 
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fa Collective bargaining in the marketplace and cooperative pur- 

ehaalng of equipment art among the naana for accomplishing thia* 8uch 
cooperative Undertaking will not b* effective nor lasting unless those 
who participate art imbued with tht ideology of cooperation. Moat 
American farmers havt drifted far fro* tbit idtelogy. A thorough 
educational program is needed. Many of you present at this conference 
are leaders of organisations which can and should assist in such a 

program. 

Religious and community leaders must study ways te^better integrate 
newcomers into the community and utilise their talent#, thus cresting 
an atmosphere conducive to better family living. The Mstioaal Catholic 
Rural Lift Conference hae recently published two policy statements 
which relate to this task, namely *The Mon-Urban Parish,* and *A 
Program for the Rural Community.” 

KE1D FOR FAMILY EDUCATION 

Tht countryside etill afford! an environment conducive to sound 
family life but not in the came degree ae in day#~gone~by/. Me muet 
lebor to preeerve these environmental bulwarks for wholesoms family 
life. Our efforts, however, will not completely etey the forces 
which are reducing both rural and urban family life to e common level 
— , a level of mediocrity in many of its phases. Hence, we can defend 
leas upon traditions and environmental conditions to maintain the 
more desirable characteristics of the rural family. We must turn 
more toward educational and Inspirational programs . 

Young people cannot rely entirely upon their experience in their 
parental homes for preparation for their role ee married people. Even 
that which the parents exemplify may be overlaid with many false at- 
titudes derived from television shows, movie*, novels, convene* tions^, 
etc. Marriage preparation courses in our schools and conferences in 



m 

TUB BUBAL PAMILT IH 1965 P»B« 9 

> % 

oar parishes fill a very great need* Churches should be especially 
active in thift educational undertaking. Religious and moral principles 
must bt closely rtiattd to family idtala and policies* A secular 
educational agency can never adequately treat there ideale and 
policita* If we permit the home to be regularized, the last citadel 
of integrated Christian giving will havJjperiahed* 

The Catholic Church provider pre-cans co nferencea for engaged 
coupler* There are eerier of lecturer treating the religiour, 
medical, psychological, economic and sociological arpectr of marriage* 
Married coupler are urged to attend eana conferemcee in which their 
dutiea to each other, their children and their community ia etreesed. 
Coupler who attend these conferences are encouraged to join a family 
apoetolate called the ** Christian Family Movement.” Six to ten coupler 
belong to each CFM group* They meet bi-monthly to plan together #*yr 
and means to strengthen their ideale and to attack common problems. 
CONCLUSION 

Thia sort of an ^oucational program, together with the environ- 
mental influences of the countryside, should make possible a vsry 
vigorous and wholesome family life in 1965* The American Country 
Life Association includes in its membership leaders of the Churches, 
farm organizations, governmsntal agencies and educational institutions. 
These are tue leaders who have the privilege and responsibility to 
guide rural families toward this goal* The eff ectivemess of this 
leadership will determine in large part the quality of rural family 
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lift in 1965. 



